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State of Utah Division of 
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Appellee, 
S.A.M., 
Appellant, 
Case No. 20040049-CA 
BRIEF OF APPELLEE STATE OF UTAH 
JURISDICTION 
Appellant challenges the juvenile court's decision to uphold 
his substantiation for sexual abuse on the DCFS database pursuant 
to Utah Code Ann. § 78-3a-320 (Supp. 2001). This Court has 
ju-risdiction pursuant to Utah Code Ann. § 78-2a-3(2) (c) and Utah 
Code Ann. § 78-3a-909 (2002). 
ISSUES AND STANDARDS OF REVIEW 
Whether Appellant can challenge the juvenile court's factual 
findings, and its evidentiary decisions, when he has made 
absolutely no effort to marshal the evidence and has not even 
provided this Court with a proper record of the proceedings 
below. Standard of Review; an appellant seeking to challenge the 
sufficiency of the evidence must first marshal all the evidence 
which support the challenged findings, and then demonstrate that 
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the findings are still "clearly erroneous. Utah R. App. P. 
24(a)(9); Utah R. Civ. P. 52(a). 
Furthermore, where an appellant fails to provide this Court 
with an adequate record, this Court will presume the regularity 
of the proceedings below. In re Adoption of Baby Boy J., 2000 UT 
App 137 (unpublished memorandum decision). 
DETERMINATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS 
1. Utah Code Ann. § 78-3a-320 (Supp. 2001). 
2. Utah Code Ann. § 62A-4a-116.1 (Supp. 2001). 
Addendum A. 
STATEMENT OF THE FACTS 
Appellant has not marshaled the evidence, nor even provided 
this Court with a transcript of his trial. Therefore, this Court 
should presume that the juvenile court's findings are supported 
by the record. See, e.g., State ex rel. N.D., 2004 UT App 20 
(unpublished memorandum decision). Accordingly, the State adopts 
the juvenile court's findings. Because Appellant failed to do so 
in his brief, the State reproduces the juvenile court's factual 
findings here and appends a copy of the court's final order to 
this brief: 
December 5, 2003. Samuel Matthews Stipulated to the 
following findings: 
1. That he was residing in Vernal, Utah from 1991 to 
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1995 and he resided in Moab Utah from 1995 to 
about 2001. During those periods of time that he 
worked as a preacher for the Church of Christ and 
that his ministry was primarily with the youth of 
the church. He worked with the youth on a daily 
basis in both places and that in both places while 
working with the youth he became acquainted with 
the youth and became involved in activities with 
them and that at times he would swim with the 
children two or three times a week both places. 
That he taught many of the children to swim. That 
he attempted to teach some of the under aged 
girls, including both of our witnesses today, to 
drive an automobile. That in the process of 
teaching them to drive, he would sit them on his 
lap and on occasion, get an erection while they 
were sitting on his lap. He indicated to one of 
them when asked about his erection NNOh that's just 
my body". That he would give the children piggy 
back rides and hold their butts. That in teaching 
the girls to swim that he would touch their butts 
and their chests. He made statements to at least 
two of the girls that he would want to marry them. 
He would go with the youth groups on camping trips 
and that on one of those trips that he slept in 
the same tent with Tera Begay and some other young 
women. 
The Court further finds by a preponderance of evidence 
that: 
1. On more than one occasion Mr. Matthews allowed young 
women between the ages of ten and thirteen, for a 
period which exceeded over twelve years, to sit on his 
lap and he would become aroused by that behavior. 
2. That on at least one occasion, Mr. Matthews took Ms. 
Tera Begay camping. That in the night of the camping 
trip that she observed him, that he had unzipped her 
sleeping bag and had his hand on her stomach area 
rubbing it back and forth, that she asked him to stop. 
3. That Mr. Matthews would kiss each of the girls on the 
lips repeatedly. With regard to Nicole, he ask[sic] 
her to wear his wife's lip gloss because he liked the 
taste if it. That he would suck on her lips and she 
felt that not to be anything other than a passionate 
kiss. That with Tera he would lick her lips and that 
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at least one time placed his tongue in her mouth, that 
she objected to that behavior and that he desisted for 
a period of a time and then began again. 
That Mr. Matthews indicated to Nicole that his wife had 
cancer and if ever were anything to happen to your 
wife, he would marry her and take her off to live in 
the Virgin Islands. That he indicated to Tera he 
wished that he were younger so that he could marry her. 
All of these facts including the evidence that was 
presented today leaves this court with the belief that 
by a preponderance of evidence there is reason to 
believe that Mr. Matthews has committed the offenses of 
abuse and neglect of these children and that behavior 
rises to the level of taking indecent liberties with a 
child under the age of fourteen. Clearly, he has taken 
indecent liberties with a child under the age of 
fourteen and I substantiate the findings. 
I do not find that the behavior engaged in is something 
one should engage in with their own child and if Mr. 
Matthews has with his own children and his own 
grandchildren, I am concerned 'for them. I think that 
these things can amount to an illness and a person 
should have an obligation to seek appropriate mental 
health treatment for them. 
I appreciate the testimony of each young women [sic]. 
I believe they were honest and forthright. Where the 
testimony is in conflict, I find the girls more 
credible. That they said no more than they felt was 
necessary. I think that at a time they each did have 
an appropriate age affection for somebody that came 
into their life. Of course we do not attract children 
to us if we are uncaring monsters. They stay clear of 
those people. Children are always attracted to people 
who are kind, who give them gifts, and who display 
affection as Mr Matthews has done. That's the natural 
order of things. However, to take advantage of that 
innocence surely cannot be approved by his religion or 
anyone elses. 
I find that the Division acted appropriately. That 
this was not a matter of religious persecution but a 
matter of the Division doing their job and not being 
able to ignore certain offenses that these young women 
brought to their attention. 
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(R. 36-42); attached as Addendum B. 
SUMMARY OF ARGUMENT 
Appellant comes before this Court complaining of an 
allegedly grave miscarriage of justice. Such claims are hardly 
unique, however, what distinguishes Appellant's arguments is his 
complete and utter failure to provide any support for them apart 
from his own biased assertions. 
Appellant has not attempted to marshal the evidence, nor has 
he provided this Court with a transcript of the trial through 
which this Court could analyze the evidence for itself, were it 
so inclined. Rather, Appellant asks this Court to simply accept 
his assertion that his molestation of young women in his care was 
all a big misunderstanding and that he is the victim of State 
persecution. 
Appellate fundamentally misunderstands the nature of 
appellate review. Without a proper record, no factual claim is 
properly before this Court. Moreover, the one claim of legal 
error which Appellant does raise is flatly contradicted by the 
record. Accordingly, the judgment below should be affirmed. 
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ARGUMENT 
Appellant asks this Court to unsubstantiate the sexual abuse 
findings against him entered by DCFS in its database. To this 
end, Appellant raises two challenges. First, he alleges that his 
molestation of the young girls in his care was really just a big 
misunderstanding brought on by his "poor judgment and lack of 
good common sense while trying to share my love with the children 
of our church congregation." (Brf. of Aplt. at 5). Secondly, he 
alleges that the State violated the juvenile court's discovery 
orders and that the appropriate sanction should have been the 
dismissal of the State's case. While it is clear that Appellant 
believes he has been wronged, he has failed to demonstrate how to 
this Court. 
Any Appellant can come before this Court and allege a 
grievous injustice perpetrated against them by overzealous agents 
of the State. However, the mere act of elocution does not make 
it true. Appellant also alleges that he has "repented." (Brf. 
of Aplt. at 7). However, while the fact that Appellant may or 
may not have "repented" may help to soothe his own conscience, it 
is entirely irrelevant to these proceedings. 
The only legal argument raised by Appellant concerns the 
State's alleged violation of the juvenile court's scheduling 
order. Specifically, Appellant alleges that the State failed to 
provide him with discovery and a witness list prior to trial. 
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(Brf. of Aplt. at 8-10, 19). According to Appellant, the 
appropriate sanction should have been denying the State the right 
to present any evidence and the unsubstantiation of his name in 
the DCFS database. Id. at 19. 
It is clear that, in Appellant's mind, all roads lead 
inexorably to his being unsubstantiated. However, there are 
numerous flaws in his arguments. As noted above, the record 
before this Court is simply insufficient to allow his factual 
claims to be considered. However, even a casual review of the 
juvenile court's findings demonstrate that the court felt that 
Appellant's conduct was clearly inappropriate. 
Given the nature of the evidence against him, it is thus 
not surprising the Appellant would have preferred that it never 
see the light of day.1 However, there was no legal basis for 
such an order. 
Moreover, the scant record which does exist in this case, 
itself, belies Appellant's argument. The juvenile court's 
minute entry from the trial clearly indicates that the State's 
attorney provided the court with proof of service of discovery. 
(R. 32); attached as Addendum C. Therefore, on this point, 
1
 An example of the evidence against him is one of the 
victim's written statements which is part of the record. 
State's Exhibit 1. As Appellant concedes in his brief, he 
failed to object to its admission. (Brf. of Aplt. at 10). 
Appellant's explanation for his failure to object is 
irrelevant, and the statement is quite illustrative of the 
Appellant's behavior. 
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this Court does not even have to presume the regularity of the 
proceeding, rather the record explicitly demonstrates that 
Appellant's claim is frivolous. 
Even assuming there was any basis for Appellant's argument, 
it would still not be clear that the juvenile court erred by 
allowing the State to go forward on the scheduled trial date. 
The appropriate sanction for violations of scheduling orders is 
a question left to the broad discretion of the trial court. 
A.K. & R. Whipple Plumbing and Heating v. Aspen Const., 1999 UT 
App 87, 536, 977 P.2d 518, 526. 
In this caser there is nothing in the record to indicate 
that the juvenile court abused its broad discretion, 
notwithstanding Appellant's strong desire to have this case 
simply go away. Given Appellant's failure to present this 
Court with a proper record, he is not entitled to challenge the 
sufficiency of the evidence. His single legal argument also 
finds no support in the record and, in fact, is directly 
contradicted by the juvenile court's minute entry. 
Accordingly, the judgment below should be affirmed. 
CONCLUSION 
Appellant has not even attempted to bear his burden on 
appeal. He has not marshaled the evidence, nor has he even 
provided this Court with a proper record. Rather he simply asks 
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this Court to adopt his unsupported assertion that the judgment 
was flawed. The juvenile court's decision should be upheld. 
STATEMENT CONCERNING ORAL ARGUMENT AND PUBLISHED OPINION 
The State requests neither oral argument nor the issuance of 
a published opinion in this appeal. 
RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this f(\ day of May, 2004. 
MARK SHURTLEFF 
Attorney General 
lOHN M. PETERSON ^ 
Assistant Attorney General 
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Appellant Pro Se 
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Addenda 
Addendum A 
Addendum \ 
62A-4a-116.1. Supported finding of severe types of abuse or neglect — Notation in Licensing 
Information System — Juvenile court petition or notice to alleged perpetrator — Rights of alleged 
perpetrator — Juvenile court finding. 
(1) If the division makes a supported finding of one or more of the severe types of child abuse or 
neglect described in Subsection (2), the division shall: 
(a) serve notice of the finding on the alleged perpetrator and enter into the Licensing Information 
System created in Section 62A-4a-116.2 the name and other identifying information of the perpetrator 
with the supported finding, without identifying the person as a perpetrator or alleged perpetrator, and a 
notation to the effect that an investigation regarding the person is pending; and 
(b) if the division considers it advisable file a petition for substantiation within one year of the 
supported finding. 
(2) Except as otherwise provided in Subsection (3), the severe types of child abuse or neglect referred 
to in Subsection (1) are as follows: 
(a) if committed by a person 18 years of age or older: 
(i) severe or chronic physical abuse; 
(ii) sexual abuse; 
(iii) sexual exploitation; 
(iv) abandonment; 
(v) medical neglect resulting in death, disability, or serious illness; 
(vi) chronic or severe neglect; or 
(vii) chronic or severe emotional abuse; or 
(b) if committed by a person under the age of 18: 
(i) serious physical injury, as defined in Subsection 76-5-109(1 )(d), to another child which indicates a 
significant risk to other children; or 
(ii) sexual behavior with or upon another child which indicates a signified] it usk to of IK I ihtlilie m 
(3) Severe child abuse or neglect in Subsection (2) does not include: 
(a) the use of reasonable and necessary physical restraint or force by an educator in accordance with 
Subsection 53A-11-802(2) or Section 76-2-401; or 
(b) a person's conduct that: 
(i) is justified under Section 76-2-401; or 
(ii) constitutes the use of reasonable and necessary physical restraint or force in self-defense or 
otherwise appropriate to the circumstances to obtain possession of a weapon or other dangerous object 
in the possession or under the control of a child or to protect the child or another person from physical 
injury. 
(4) (a) For purposes of Subsection (2)(b), "significant risk" shall be determined in accordance with 
risk assessment tools and rules established by the division that focus on age, social factors, emotional 
factors, sexual factors, intellectual factors, family risk factors, and other related considerations. 
(b) The division shall train its child protection workers to apply the risk assessment tools and rules 
established under Subsection (4)(a). 
(5) The notice referred to in Subsection (1) (a) shall state that: 
(a) the division has conducted an investigation regarding alleged child abuse or neglect; 
(b) the division has made a supported finding of one of the severe types of child abuse or 
neglect described in Subsection (2); 
(c) facts gathered by the division support the supported fmding; 
(d) as a result of the supported finding, the alleged perpetrator's name and other identifying 
information have been listed in the Licensing Information System in accordance with Subsection (l)(a); 
(e) the alleged perpetrator may be disqualified from adopting a child or being licensed by: 
(i) the department; 
(ii) a human services licensee; 
(iii) a child care provider or program; and 
(iv) a covered health care facility; 
(f) the alleged perpetrator has the rights described in Subsection (6); and 
(g) failure to take either action described in Subsection (6)(a) within one year after service of the 
notice will result in the action described in Subsection (6)(b). 
(6) (a) Upon receipt of the notice described in Subsection (5), the alleged perpetrator shall have the 
right to: 
(i) file a written request asking the division to review the findings under Subsection (2); 
(ii) immediately petition the juvenile court under Section 78-3a-320; or 
(iii) sign a written consent to the supported finding and entry of the alleged perpetrator's name and 
other information regarding the supported finding of abuse or neglect into the Licensing Information 
System. 
(b) If the alleged perpetrator fails to take action as described in Subsection (6)(a) within one year 
after service of the notice described in Subsection (5), the alleged perpetrator's name and the notation 
described in Subsection (l)(a) shall remain in the Licensing Information System. This information shall 
also remain in the Licensing Information System while the division awaits a response from the alleged 
perpetrator pursuant to Subsection (6)(a) and during the pendency of any proceeding, including an 
appeal of a finding of unsubstantiated or without merit, under Section 78-3a-320. 
(c) The alleged perpetrator shall have no right to petition the juvenile court under Subsection (6)(b) if 
the court has previously held a hearing on the same alleged incident of abuse or neglect pursuant to the 
filing of a petition under Section 78-3a-305 by some other party. 
(d) Consent under Subsection (6)(a)(iii) by a minor shall be given by the minor's parent or guardian. 
(7) Upon the filing of a petition under Subsection (l)(b), the juvenile court shall make a finding of 
substantiated, unsubstantiated, or without merit as provided in Subsections 78-3a-320(l) and (2). 
(8) Service of the notice under Subsections (1) (a) and (5): 
(a) shall be personal service in accordance with Rule 4 of the Utah Rules of Civil Procedure; and 
(b) does not preclude civil or criminal action against the alleged perpetrator. 
78-3a-320. Additional finding at adjudication hearing — Petition — Court records. 
(1) Upon the filing with the court of a petition under Section 78-3a-305 by the Division of Child and 
Family Services or any interested person informing the court, among other things, that the division has 
made a supported finding of one or more of the severe types of child abuse or neglect described in 
Subsection 62A-4a-116.1(2), the court shall: 
(a) make a finding of substantiated, unsubstantiated, or without merit; 
(b) include the finding described in Subsection (l)(a) in a written order; and 
(c) deliver a certified copy of the order described in Subsection (l)(b) to the division. 
(2) The judicial finding under Subsection (1) shall be made: 
(a) as part of or at the conclusion of the adjudication hearing; or 
(b) as part of a court order entered pursuant to a written stipulation of the parties. 
(3) Any person described in Subsection 62A-4a-116.6(l) may at any time file with the court a 
petition for removal of the person's name from the Licensing Information System. At the conclusion of 
the hearing on the petition, the court shall: 
(a) make a finding of substantiated, unsubstantiated, or without merit; 
(b) include the finding described in Subsection (l)(a) in a written order; and 
(c) deliver a certified copy of the order described in Subsection (l)(b) to the division. 
(4) A proceeding for adjudication of a supported finding of a nonsevere type of abuse or neglect 
under this section may be joined in the juvenile court with an adjudication of a severe type of abuse or 
neglect. 
(5) If a person whose name appears on the Licensing Information system prior to May 6, 2002 files a 
petition during the time that an alleged perpetrator's application for clearance to work with children or 
vulnerable adults is pending, the court shall hear the matter and enter a final decision no later than 60 
days after the filing of the petition. 
(6) For the purposes of licensing under Sections 26-21-9.5, 26-39-105.5, 62A-1-118, and 62A-2-121: 
(a) the court shall make available records of its findings under Subsections (1) and (2) for licensing 
purposes, only to those with statutory authority to access also the Licensing Information System created 
under Section 62A-4a-116.2; and 
(b) any appellate court shall make available court records of appeals from juvenile court decisions 
under Subsections (1), (2), (3), and (4) for licensing purposes, only to those with statutory authority to 
access also the Licensing Information System. 
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Attorneys for the State of Utah 
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IN THE SEVENTH DISTRICT JUVENILE COURT 
GRAND COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH 
SAMUEL A. MATTHEWS 
Petitioner, 
v s # 
Division of Child and Family Services, 
Respondent • 
A person(s) under 18 years of age. 
ORDER 
CaseNos. 427943 
Judge : MARY MANLEY 
This matter came before the Court for a substantiation hearing on the Respondent's Petition 
on the5th day of December, 2003 at 9:00 a.m. at the Seventh District Juvenile Court in Moab, 
Utah. 
Present were: 
Keith E. Eddington, Assistant Attorney General 
Samuel Matthews, Respondent 
Darla Taylor, DCFS 
FILED 
DEC 29 2003 0 
SEVENTH DISTRICT 
JUVENILE COURT 
Page 2 
SUBSTANTIATION ORDER 
Samuel Matthews 
After hearing the evidence and being fully advised in the premises, the Court found by a 
preponderance of evidence that the Petitioner did sexually abuse children and now hereby enters 
the following: 
FINDINGS 
Samuel Matthews stipulated to the following findings: 
1. That he was residing in Vernal, Utah from 1991 to 1995 and he resided in Moab 
Utah from 1995 to about 2001. During those periods of time that he worked as a 
preacher for the Church of Christ and that his ministry was primarily with the 
youth of the church. He worked with the youth on a daily basis in both places and 
that in both places while working with the youth he became acquainted with the 
youth and became involved in activities with them and that at times he would swim 
with the children two or three times a week both places. That he taught many of 
the children to swim. That he attempted to teach some of the under aged girls, 
including both of our witnesses today to drive an automobile. That in the process 
of teaching them to drive, he would sit them on his lap and on occasion, get an 
erection while they were sitting on his lap. He indicated to one of them when 
asked about his erection "Oh that's just my body". That he would give the 
children piggy back rides and hold their butts. That in teaching the girls to swim 
that he would touch their butts and their chests. He made statements to at least two 
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SUBSTANTIATION ORDER 
Samuel Matthews 
of the girls that he would want to marry them. He would go with youth groups on 
camping trips and that on one of those trips that he slept in the same tent with Tera 
Begay and some other young women. 
The Court further finds by a preponderance of evidence that: 
1. On more than one occasion Mr. Matthews allowed young women between the ages 
of ten and thirteen, for a period which exceeded over twelve years, to sit on his lap 
and that he would become aroused by that behavior. 
2. That on at least one occasion, Mr. Matthews took Ms. Tera Begay camping. That 
in the night of the camping trip that she observed him, that he had unzipped her 
sleeping bag and had his hand on her stomach area rubbing it back and forth, that 
she asked him to stop. 
3. That Mr. Matthews would kiss each of the girls on the lips repeatedly. With 
regard to Nicole, he ask her to wear his wife's lip gloss because he liked the taste 
of it. That he would suck on her lips and she felt that not to be anything other than 
a passionate kiss. That with Tera he would lick her lips and that at least one time 
placed his tongue in her mouth, that she objected to that behavior and that he 
desisted for a period of time and then began again. 
4. That Mr. Matthews indicated to Nicole that his wife had cancer and if ever were 
anything to happen to your wife, he would marry her and take her off to live in the 
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SUBSTANTIATION ORDER 
Samuel Matthews 
Virgin Islands. That he indicated to Tera that he wished that he were younger so 
that he could marry her. All of these facts including the evidence that was 
presented today leaves this court with the belief that by a preponderance of 
evidence there is reason to believe that Mr. Matthews has committed the offenses 
of abuse and neglect of these children and that behavior rises to the level of taking 
indecent liberties with a child under the age of fourteen. Clearly, he has taken 
indecent liberties with a child under the age of fourteen and I substantiate the 
findings. 
5. I do not find that the behavior engaged in is something one should engage in with 
their own child and if Mr. Matthews has with his own children and his own 
grandchildren, I am concerned for them. I think that these things can amount to 
an illness and a person should have an obligation to seek appropriate mental health 
treatment for them. 
6. I appreciate the testimony of each young women. I believe that they were honest 
a C vAS m o / ^ ^ forthright. That they said no more than they felt was necessary. I think that 
G / I L ^ * )
 a t a t j m e they each d^ have an appropriate age affection for somebody that came 
into their life. Of course we do not attract children to us if we are uncaring 
monsters. They stay clear of those people. Children are always attracted to people 
who are kind, who give them gifts, and who display affection as Mr. Matthews has 
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SUBSTANTIATION ORDER 
Samuel Matthews 
done. That's the natural order of things. However, to take advantage of that 
innocence surely cannot be approved by his religion or anyone elses. 
I find that the Division acted appropriately. That this was not a matter of religious 
persecution but a matter of rfeem doing their job and not being able to ignore 
certain offenses that these young women brought to Bh&=Cetrrt. 
ORDER 
The supported findings of DCFS are upheld in this matter. 
DATED thisO^ day of %L (JW\AJA Jj/\. 2003. 
BY THE COURT: 
HONORABLE VfARY M?VNLEY 
Judge of the Juvenile Court 
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SUBSTANTIATION ORDER 
Samuel Matthews 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
The undersigned hereby certifies that on the J fo/Aiay of December, 2003, a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing Order was faxed, hand-delivered or mailed, postage prepaid to 
the following: 
Greg Lamb 
Guardian ad Litem 
920 East Highway 40, Suite 216 
Vernal, Utah 84078 
jSamuel A. Matthews 
> .0 . Box 1143 
Groton, CT. 06340 
Sent via: 
Hand-Delivery 
Facsimile 
_>2^Mailed (Postage pre-paid) 
Sent via: 
Hand-Delivery 
Facsimile 
•y Mailed (Postage pre-paid) 
Darla Taylor, DCFS Sent via: 
^Hand-Delivery 
%<! III?MA; 
JOI^I Wells 
Attorney General's Office 
COURT CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF MAILING/HAND DELIVERY 
I hereby certify that on the 29th day of December, 2003,1 mailed, postage prepaid, or 
hand delivered, a true and correct copy of the foregoing SUBSTANTIATION ORDER to the 
following: 
Keith E. Eddington Samuel A. Matthews 
AAG P. 0. Box 1143 
140 West 425 South Groton, CT. 06340 
Roosevelt, Utah 84066 
Addendum C 
AAA a n n u m 
FILED 
DEC 0 5 2004 
SEVENTH DISTRICT 
JUVENILE COURT 
SEVENTH DISTRICT JUVENILE COURT 
COUNTY OF GRAND, STATE OF UTAH 
SAMUEL A. MATTHEWS, 
Plaintiff, 
vs 
DIVISION OF CHILD AND FAMILY 
SERVICES, 
Defendant 
MINUTES 
CASE NO. 427943 
Tape: CD 29 Counter: 9:02:29 
Court is in Session: December 5,2004 
Type & Charge: #001 -Substantiation Hearing 
Present: Samuel Matthews; Keith Eddington, AAG; Darla Taylor DCFS; Art Hines, 
Bailiff; Claudia Page, Clerk; Mary L. Manley, Judge. 
This matter came before the Court for a substantiation hearing on a petition filed herein 
alleging the above allegations. 
The parties were advised of their rights pursuant to Rule 18 of the Juvenile Court Rules 
and Procedures. 
Mr. Eddington gives an opening statement. Objection by Mr. Matthews because discovery 
was not provided. Mr, Eddington submits proof of discovery to the court. Mr. Matthews is allowed 
to review same. Objection is overruled. 
Parties are allowed to meet outside of the court to discuss admissions to petition. A recess 
is taken. 
Court is back in session with all parties previously identified being present. Mr. Eddington 
advises the Court of the stipulated allegations in the petition and continues with his opening 
statement. Mr. Matthews agrees with the stipulated paragraphs with the exception of telling the 
victim(s) his wife had cancer. 
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Mr. Matthews gives his opening statement. 
Mr. Eddington calls Carla Taylor who is sworn and examined. 
Mr. Eddington calls Nicole Williamson who is sworn and examined. Cross by Mr. 
Matthews. Court questions the witness. 
Mr. Eddington calls Tara Begay who is sworn and examined. Cross by Mr. Matthews. 
Redirect by Mr. Eddington. Court questions the witness. 
Mr. Eddington calls Eddie Guerrero who is sworn and examined. Cross by Mr. Matthews. 
Redirect by Mr. Eddington. Mr. Eddington submits Exhibit #1-Statement of Nichole Williamson. 
There being no objection same is received. Court questions the witness. 
Mr. Matthews is sworn and gives testimony. Cross by Mr. Eddington. Redirect by Mr. 
Matthews. 
Mr. Eddington gives closing argument. Mr. Matthews gives closing argument. 
FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS: 
The allegations are substantiated and Mr. Eddington is to prepare findings and order and 
submit same to the court. 
Dated this 5th day of December, 2003. 
BY THE COURT: 
Mar^ LV^tanley, Jiidge 
